Abstract
Introduction

This paper will treat the multilateral diplomacy and its impact on possible transformation as a form of global governance, in doing so, initially, the historical aspects of the international organizations will be touched upon, while maintaining interest on their impact on the global governance. Most authors will agree that the current form of multilateral diplomacy emerged in the 20 century, reaching its highest point in the Security Council of the United Nations" (Berridge 1990) .
While Keohene defines the multilateralism as:" the practice of coordinating national policies in groups of three or more states" (Keohene 1990). Other declare that what is distinctive about multilateralism is not merely that it coordinates national policies in groups of three of more states, which is something that other organizational forms also do, but that it does so on basis of certain principles of ordering relations among those states" (Ruggie 1992). The creation of the international organizations especially after World I
where countries met to discuss problems of common interest and to arrive at a collective solutions and the structural complexity of some of these organizations gave rise to an entire technique of multilateral diplomacy (De Magalhães, et al, 1988) . As the figure above would show the trend of development and the rise of multilateral organizations has reached its maximum in years between 2000, while just after that period, the 20 years of continues rise of the multilateral organizations saw its fall, and for ten years, the rise of organizations has relatively equaled the trends in 1980.
In the political sphere, multilateralism is embodied in the universally accepted obligations contained in the U.N. Charter, the provisions of international treaties, and customary international law (Van Oudernanen 2003) . The term multilateral can be used as a noun institution, so that the modern multilateral institution is a "generic institutional form in international relations" that relates to a set of constitutive rules that order the relations within the system of international relations (Ruggie 1992 (Wendt 1994) , while the nature of governance and authority in multilateral institutions is in transition (O'Brien at al. 2000) , and this transition is "a movement away from a multilateralism based primarily on the activities of states (O'Brien at al. 2000) . Others (Raustiala and G. Victor 2004 (Raustiala and G. Victor 2004) . (Raustiala, et al. 2004 (Raustiala et al.) .
Global Governance-Multilateral Institutions
Due to that "few studies have given systematic attention to the implications of this increase in institutional density" in global governance (Raustiala et al.) (Raustiala et al 2004) . The issue arises at the moment when actors can and will "attempt to select the forum that best suited their interest" (Raustiala, et al 2004.) 
2006). It is argued that "It is important not only that global governance
institutions be legitimate, but that they're perceived to be legitimate" (Buchanan et al. 2006) . This is important "because, in a democratic era, multilateral institutions will only thrive if they are viewed as legitimate by democratic publics" (Buchanan et al. 2006) (Keohane, 2006 (Keohane, 2006) . Indeed the, one of the most striking features of effective multilateralism is the 20 th century is that is has often been precipitated by unilateral actions by powerful states (Keohane, 2006) .
States versus international organisations
At times "when the powerful states believe that they face fundamental threats to their security or welfare, they will respond unilaterally, if unable to do so through multilateral institutions" (Keohane, 2006 (Keohane, 2006) . The reason for this might be found in the complexity of the decision making processes within international organizations such as United Nations or other organizations created with the aim of solving disputes between nations through peace.
As per the "rise of the new institutionalism in global governance, has thus, in no way created a sense of order" (Alan S. 2010). Global governance has increasingly spawned institutions that are far more informal and unstaffed than the UN and Bretton Woods that preceded them (Alan S. 2010). The rise of the G-x process-the G-5, the G-7/8, and the G-20-is structurally and procedurally in sharp contrast with the earlier treaty based organisations of the post-war world" this according to Alexandroff was criticized, with regard to "informal structures; argued that the membership, being less than universal, fails to test of representativeness and legitimacy; and questioned the G-x process, accountability, and ability to reach the critical decisions that meet the contemporary global governance challenges" (Alan S. 2010).
Alexandroff notes that "there is a sense that an enlarged and more diverse global leadership consists not just of the United States and its traditional allies but, as the G-20 demonstrates, the new rising states-
Brazil, India and especially China-and then an additional ring of influential middle-income states such as Indonesia, South Korea, and
Turkey" (Alan S. 2010 ).
The (Mearshimer, 1999) . In the international system, states fear each other; there is not trust, so each state looks to its own survival (Mearshimer, 1999) (Mearshimer, 1999 is not enough to denounce unilateralism, unless we also face up squarely to the concerns that make some States feel uniquely vulnerable, since it is those concerns that drive them to take unilateral action. We must show that those concerns can, and will, be addressed effectively through there are no benefits for state itself, while the world is nothing more than a competition and conflict born on mistrust among states it itself a distortion of reality or even a self-fulfilling prophecy (Viotti et al. 2012.) .
Although, there undeniable results and achievements of multilateralism in conflict prevention, war on terrorism, the approach of 'global governance' still faces great challenges ahead such as climate changes, migration, trade, conflict, and terrorism. Without the multilateral diplomacy and commitment in governing these complex issues, the issues that human race faces (some of which endanger the humanity) might be at stake. The only way forward in governing these issues is cooperation between nations, governing these challenges as a matter of humanity and not a as matter of state and narrow self-interest, and this can be only done through multilateralism and cooperation between states and international organisations. Thucydides saying "The strong do what they can; the weak do what they must," will not benefit anyone, and the approach self-state interest will only boost the riddance of existing shared legal standard developed in the past century. 
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